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IN THE DRAWINGS 



Please replace FIG. 2 of the drawings as originally filed with the attached 
replacement page (1 replacement page). 
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REMARKS 

In the Office Action, claims 4-7, 9-12 and 16 were rejected. Also, claims 8, 13-15 
were objected to. By the present Response, claims 4, 10, 1 1 and 16 are amended, and 
claims 5-8 are canceled. New claims 22-28 are added. Upon entry of the amendments, 
claims 4, 9-16, and 22-28 will be pending in the present patent application. 
Reconsideration and allowance of all pending claims are requested in light of the above 
amendments and in view of the arguments herein below. 

The Examiner rejected claims 4-7 and 9-12 under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Uemera (U.S. Patent Publication 2002/0175805) in view of U.S. Patent 
Publication U.S. 2004/0236193. Applicants respectfully submit that it is believed that the 
Examiner intended to frame the rejection based on Uemera (U.S. Patent 5,955,971). 

Applicants respectfully submit that FIG. 2 is amended to include reference 
numeral 116. The drawings are fully supported by the description as filed, and no new 
mater is added. Support for reference numeral 116 may be found in paragraphs 22, 27, 
and 38-40. 

Furthermore, paragraphs 3, 22, 38, 40 and 45 are amended to correct 
typographical errors. No new matter is added. 

Rejections Under 35 U.S.C. §112 

Claiml6 stands rejected under 35 U.S.C. §112 second paragraph as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
Applicants regard as the invention. Further, the Examiner pointed out that claim 16 
recites the limitation "said video processing" in lines 1-2 which has insufficient 
antecedent basis. 
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In response, Applicants respectfully submit that claim 16 has been suitably 
amended to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter. Accordingly, 
Applicants respectfully submit that amendment of claim 16 overcomes the §1 12 rejection 
as antecedent basis for "said video processing" is provided. Applicants respectfully 
request that the Examiner reconsider and remove the §1 12 rejection of claim 16. 

Rejections Under 35 U.S.C. §103 

Claims 4-7 and 9-12 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) as being unpatentable 
over U.S. Patent 5,955,971 (hereinafter "Uemera") in view of U.S. Patent Publication U.S 
2004/0236193 (hereinafter "Sharf ). 

However, the Examiner indicated that claims 8 and 13-15 would be allowable if 
rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base claim and any 
intervening claims. Also, the Examiner indicated that claim 16 would be allowable if 
rewritten to overcome the rejection under 35 U.S.C. §112 second paragraph. 

Applicants have amended claim 4 to include the limitations of claim 8 and other 
intervening claims (claims 5-7). Accordingly, Applicants submit that amended claim 4 is 
in condition for allowance. Claims 5-8 have been canceled. Also, claims 10-11 have 
been amended. Furthermore, claim 16 has been amended to correct its dependency, and 
to overcome the rejection under 35 U.S.C. §112. Accordingly, Applicants submit that 
amended claim 16 is in condition for allowance. 

New claims 22-28, 

By the present response, Applicants submit new claims 22-28, of which only 
claims 22 and 26 are independent. Claim 22 recites subject matter similar to that of 
claims 4 and 13. Consequently, claim 22 and its dependent claims are believed to be in 
condition for allowance for at least the reasons summarized above with respect to claim 
4. 
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Also, claim 26 recites subject matter similar to that of claims 4, 9 and 13. In a 
similar fashion, claim 26 is believed to be in condition for allowance for at least the 
reasons summarized above with respect to claim 4. Its consideration and allowance are 
requested. 

Conclusion 

In view of the remarks and amendments set forth above, Applicants respectfully 
request allowance of the pending claims. If the Examiner believes that a telephonic 
interview will help speed this application toward issuance, the Examiner is invited to 
contact the undersigned at the telephone number listed below. 



Respectfully submitted, 





Patrick S(rY oder 
Reg. No. 37,479 



FLETCHER YODER 
P.O. Box 692289 
Houston, TX 77269-2289 
(281)970-4545 



